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treatment of the employment of the ideas except in so far as it is
implied by his method of discovering them. Since they are on his
view the necessary presupposition of our employment of syllogistic
reasoning, they can hardly be regarded as mere entia rationis
which have no purpose whatever but are simply possible sources
of illusion. The clue to their legitimate use is provided by the
conception that reason has as its aim the unification not of objects
for consciousness but of the operation of the understanding itself.
Like the concepts of the understanding they are functions of unity,
but the unity which they postulate is subjective. It is an ideal
unity of consciousness at which we ought to aim, and is therefore
of a higher order than, though not inconsistent with, the de facto
unity which the Analytic has demonstrated. Our natural desire
to find in phenomena the type of unity required by the ideas is thus
one which we may properly gratify only in so far as this does not
involve any conflict with the unqualified validity of the forms
of sense and understanding in respect of phenomena which the
Analytic has shown to be necessary to our existence as self-
conscious beings. It remains to be seen whether we can afford
this gratification or not.
Paralogisms of Pure Reason (B 399-B 432)
Rational psychology claims to expound the nature of the soul
or self in so far as this can be done by pure reason alone. Its
central doctrine is that we are in self-consciousness aware of the
thinking self as (i) always a subject and never a mere predicate of
something else; (2) simple, since if we abstract from the content
of thought, the bare I which remains contains nothing complex ;
(3) self-identical in time; (4) self-existent, that is, existent indepen-
dently of and in complete distinction from the things which are its
objects. Now if these propositions are true they would enable us
to infer the immortal nature of the soul, since a simple substance
is by definition indestructible except by miraculous annihilation.
Furthermore, such a demonstration if allowed to be valid would
be absolutely fatal to the Critical system, since we should be then
driven to admit that in one vital instance at least it is possible for
the human mind to know by reason alone and without sensuous
experience that something (the soul) is a substance, whereas the
argument of the Analytic conclusively proves that nothing but
experiment can ever settle such a question. It was proved (in the
First Analogy) that while we know a priori that there is substance,